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Poriticner, Alloutoll Ing, (horeaficr Y Applicant™} fles this response In opposition v

wirant’s FRCP

s Motion o Divmss beoanse the alleged facty do vot support Reg

12¢b X8} motion, smes Potifioney has not lost its cotporste slatus due o suspension and inany

svent i3 i the process of retasfating s status of spspension to Yaative”

i Peditioner how Sanding to File 2 Petition o Caneed Beenuse 8 i in the

Provess of Applving for Beviver Duving the Uancellation Procesding

As Repistrant slates in Page 4 of s Motion (o Dismias, “the petitiensy corporate entity
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Bas the burden of showing that it was revived o, md the lessl, was fa the procass of applying fro
Foviver diring fhy velevand Hae period I ovdey i have standing to attampt to asseet sy action”
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Registrant would have thy Trademark Trial and Appesl Bosrd belipve that the relevant thing

neriod 18 that of the mosccniion of Petitioner’s traderatk applications. However, {he prosent

34

cancetiation does not relte to Petitioners tradenuok spplications, Instead, stnve Replatrant




argues that Pelittoney lacks standing to file a Petition to Cancell The relevant period for proving
standing w thorefore the pertod during which Petitioner wuist address Registrant’s challenge of

back of standing. As evident in Exlibig 1 of Petttioner’s Rosporsse, Petitioner s i the provess of
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appiving for roviver, Sinvg Petitioner timely files this rospeaise to Ropistrunt’s Motion to
Dhsniss for lack of standing, and provides evidence thal 8 s ivothe process of applving for

reviver, Petitioner has sattsfied 1t burden of showing i fus standing.
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Registrant’s trademark apploations are not hindorast by the validity or invabidity of 88 trademark

apphoatisng.

Moreover, a Dulifornda corporation does not fose 83 legal entity status sunply bopause #
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Finally, Fetitioner’s tradonsark apphications are not al issne in the prosend cancellation of

Registrant's tradomark regstation, ss Regisirant has Slod no covnterclaim,
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Repiotrant provides no suthority that o Californts corporaticat may not file a adomark

apphcation, or that ¥ loses s Vlegal entity” status 1 suspondded. Moreover, the Board shonld
petice that the “relevant pertod” for applving for reviver in the course of prosonuting a8 fradomard

Hicner s trademark
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t Carlog Rely, declare;

1. fam the prasident of Petiioner corporstion, AQuist, ing.
& Fhave been Infrersd by ihe Franchivs Tax Board {FTH) through my surrent CRA that

reust Mo the tax relurms for ARG, Inw, for the veors 2088 and 2008 in order to ramove he suspension
status of AlOuld, o,

3. The delay in Ming the fax redurns was cauend by my former OPA, who due o health
raseny, fulled 1o imely Ne thoss fax refurns.

4. Fhave employed o new CRA who %;a& curapletad the 208 tex retums and will sooy
zompiste e 3005 ny relurns which witl be promeptly mated o the #‘%‘%3 iy approxinately onig month.

§, Foellt maall prood of aclive stalas s sous ax the FT8 dears Y susparsion ofatuy,

{declare under penally of pediury hat the foregoing is frue and nomreat, A

Exaouted Uiy 33 day of &wH S007, i Los Angwes, Califora
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Muail, postags prepaid to
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